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PER CURI AM *

Appar aj an Ganesan, Texas inmate #904088, proceeding pro se,
appeal s the district court’s dismssal of his civil conplaint.
Ganesan’s notion for hearing en banc is DEN ED

“The Rooker-Feldman™ doctrine holds that federal district

courts lack jurisdiction to entertain collateral attacks on state

judgnents.” United States v. Shepherd, 23 F.3d 923, 924 (5th

Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.

Dist. of Colunbia Court of Appeals v. Feldnman, 460 U.S.
462, 476, 482 (1983); Rooker v. Fid. Trust Co., 263 U. S. 413, 415
(1923).
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Cir. 1994). |If the district court nust exam ne issues that are
““inextricably intertwwned” with a state judgnent, the [district]
court is ‘in essence being called upon to review the state-court
decision, and the originality of the district court’s

jurisdiction precludes such a review.”” 1d. Under the

Rooker - Fel dnan doctrine, Ganesan nmay not attenpt to invalidate in

federal court the state court judgnent obtained in the comon | aw
marri age proceedi ng. See id.
Ganesan’s appeal is without arguable nerit and is frivol ous.

See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983).

Because the appeal is frivolous, it is DISM SSED. 5TH GR.

R 42.2. The dism ssal of Ganesan’s appeal counts as a strike
for purposes of 28 U . S.C. 8§ 1915(g). Ganesan is warned that
shoul d he accunul ate three strikes, for purposes of 28 U S. C

1915(g), he will be unable to proceed in forma pauperis in any

civil action or appeal unless he is under inm nent danger of
serious physical injury.
APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; MOTI ON FOR EN BANC HEARI NG

DENI ED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED



